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Research Progress on Animal Cloning and Related Reprogramming Mechanisms

Al Yirui, LIU Siqi, LI Shifeng*, LI Yiping*
(State Key Laboratory of Cell Biology, Shanghai Key Laboratory of Molecular Andrology, Shanghai Institute of Biochemistry and Cell
Biology, Center for Excellence in Molecular Cell Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 200031, China)

Abstract Sheep, cattle, mice, pigs, rhesus monkeys and other animals have been successfully cloned us-
ing somatic cell nuclear transfer technology. Cloning technology is also widely used in stock farming, biomedicine,
basic scientific research and many other fields. However, the success rate of cloning is low, and the cloned progeny
often have various abnormalities. One of the key reasons is the incomplete reprogramming of donor cells. After the
donor nucleus enters the enucleated egg, it will undergo a series of events such as nuclear envelope degradation,
premature chromosome condensation, oocyte activation, nuclear expansion, and zygotic genome activation, dur-
ing which chromatin structure reprogramming, histone variant integration, histone modification reprogramming,
DNA methylation reprogramming and other reprogramming processes will occur. Only successfully reprogrammed
embryos can develop into individuals normally. This paper summarizes the progress of reprogramming research in
cloning in recent years and introduces emerging semi-clone technology, hoping to deepen the understanding of the
reprogramming mechanism, so that the efficiency of cloning can be improved.
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(e B G AR FE BN Hh i 5 S B0 AA 4 i v e R 2
7£19624F, GURDON =56 2= gt A i TS sl o 2
SN b R AR e AR, BRDIERAR T AEIE
RS JE AR, I A8 D A 25 A% O BE A MR 53
A4 11 e 01 L 20 RN 22 e MR AS 1R, HLABATT R
IRAE o A R B R R i A, A% FE M il Dl 26 8y, e
B 2 AR AR B . 19974EWILMUT 52 56 5 )
A8 FH R 4 = 7L I 40 Lk ) e B 5 — AR FL BN )
“Dolly 3", iX & il [ s Ef— A B, K
SRR ARMER T —AH 4L G, TEREJE 202 4E B
— FR IR FL BN YD ER A R D v e, AR AR, AR,
2R R, Gy A, T flosE, 20184F,
Hh [ R B 22 B2 T BT AR N R KR & ILIU
SO B G S B  F £T 44 200 PR R A R M B 40
BT v B A7 B S AR, 7R Bl B b se I T
e N R KB vk g it ve B, 7S T 24t 0E H
MRt . 762, BLAE19634FE, TUNGSZ L a2k
0 T e SHER R 35 A A I N M 1k £ 1Y B )
YR IRAS T SE R . 19734F, fhAl) SUAETE - fa
T T — RAVE R HE S8, W FU 40 B A% S 4 i o
TR AL RAE 5200, OGRS T 6 40 f iz N
RS Y R ER I SN - W W SE R S Eh TN
(), BEPR A B 7, B R AR e [ TR 2
A7, 20024F, LEESF U A K A S 77 (1) I8 i i 41 4
YN VE N BUA R I3RS T AT BB S fh, 73T
R SEC aVANE b e P IUE
12 ZERARMNA

T [ R [ R P A A e e B T 2 N A
1E & PO, e BERR AT DAAR KOS fE 34, R
RN, JE ] DL R 7 B — e S BN E A B Y,
sE G F B, I aCRISPR/Cas9Fi A, A LIk
BOEA B PURSE R MR S R A R
FEL, R AR 5, SoRE R T LI IE A R
2% T AR PR T M AN, S B MR B R TN
FEBIFALERNT DL K 7 A B RS i 1 S o 2% B FH T
N2 B N, 20134, TACHIBANASE 5 =1
ISR RIS T NG T 40
(nuclear transfer embryonic stem cells, ntESCs), X
T4 i 2R (1 25 R 2 5 A N 56 A — 3, AN AT L
FA -0 50 AH B IR s LEE, F HL AR 41 B gk 47 2
DRl 2 445 2 A8 O B IR LA, PR LR A [T A\
A, ] DLIRE S AR A% G5 1) e VR A AR AL B R HE = R

R, X BE5E 1R TT YT RE (A, S5 ROERAT NG §
% i T4 i (induced pluripotent stem cells, iPSCs)f
AL LA o 3R [ 2 35t O & o SR s 56, 41
UNSHENGSE 56 5 POV KT Jli N B2 Ik 4 A 1 40 P 1% %
T B FAX I SR O BEA M, D3R 1S RlA IR AG, FH A
Rl JUR 6 R 40 B A R SR O AT T — 2P SR
JRGT4ui . 7RIt 7iH, be FEROR T DU TR
FUAHRAZ 5 4 ot 2 (R 58 AR FH DA S B A 4 A i
iz e WAL, B2 — AN 5T 3 gm R AN R AE 1
L R T B,
1.3 PERARFPEFEER B

A v P AE AR 22 Rl D AT e, AR IE
W BE SN T DUIE B R B HR L1, WAKAYA-
MAZEP2 i 7E SCNT I A2 H i FH 41 87 1 25 S kA4
70, e v B I 250N R . (HIX T R IR
FELEVE 2 IR, 15 56, 12T AP0 A i v [ i D 22 4
JEFAR, i XA 1%~5%. IR, TEAMRE T
IR T T, 48] QR PR D I VR PR 2 P, IX 2
B BE NP AR e RSB T, RIS AR S
FEE AR, AT Re A7 R DI Re R 1M
IR B8 ok W 2 55 I i, 3% 2 S BN TAE B S AN
AR B M BAE TP, 736 T R 0 5L R Bl P K8 7 1
AAEat AR KR A, X S v RS AR LA IR £ R
SRR R IR M, B oy BRI LEE S ERY.

2 mEIESRHNERIE

A G 5 2 B AR R A 1 H B e T 1) — A
SRR IR D, S A A 4 g R O W, B g AR AR AE
A AR B TR R AT 15 LT, e o U R A A8 11 A
DNA B K 508 240 o i 32 (10 3 R, A6 4 ff A — o
BN LR AN 7 —BAR M RIEW . RO
A= iy JE BT HR A R B v R4, R AP A R A A A
LA TR B g AR I 2 BV A, A
iR G HERE . R SR T E A
S E g FE. 20064F, YAMANAKASE 4 =5 2958 1t i
RIEAN T H T Octd, Sox2. KIf4Flc-Myc, B3
K /N UG BUAT A IR 5o 2 RE T 40, X 2
Y FE U ) AR A, FRR T E IR E A L
i, B R T RFEEFA DR A B IR 5T

TERZ R R o, (AR A0 M A% HE N 32 A4 B 5
G, RETI— RN Bk, S0 R R
Ve fife, I £ B 12 PR T (maturation promoting fac-
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tor, MPF) I/ I T T it B 1 73 22 b SR % (4,
X — I FEHFR R 5 2L 8 5 it £ (premature chromo-
some condensation, PCC). 7 PCCIEFEH, K4
et g & Ea MR A B . AR,
PCCH T oa IR iG AR LA K JG B K B 2 T4 8
B, LEI PN IE B R AR, RS T E N O
BRSNS, HA AT S T4 5 HE B R BEC zetasx fill K
R A B 1 HiR37, A OR REAE L0, IR M
Wit Balfa st R BT, (HRATESCNTIEGH, fit
P K e e PE S IR BEC zeta, DRI R XX IR
BT N TWOE . £/ BSCNTHY, 38 % f8 H & ik
HEAL IR I AL FEOE, 78 R AC H SCNTHy, il ) it
JE 18 F Rk o B B - B R AT AR B, O HAE IR
FEP IR R =0 B 6- — FR i IR A SR A
WO, fEBOE G, AR GH B NGO IE Y B
JB, X — i AR ALY K e R, B A GR R & T K E
BRJEER AT HRSFAER, Hgroh Oy S5, Bl s 5
BRI TT FHDNA S . e A3, & &1
DNAF & ], DNAFK FF B Al 7K -t 32 7 PR A, B 2
T R K H S (zygotic genome activation, ZGA) I
FFUH Mk H 540 J5, DNA F ALK A B IR T

FE BRI AR b, 55 A 4 (it 4 A% 24T E
12, FEAFRARARARG I AERBIHERE.
DNAMUEAVHRE . Qe gt Eamps . gl E
I R AT X G (4 B g P2 2 00
2.1 AEBTEREH

FEN LA IR 8 B RS R, R A H 1
BERAMHFEEAS ) [ 2R E, SRR A
B, B ATH3.30Y, H2AXPAE: i, fESCNTHE s Hh,
WL T 2RI R B AR R 2R He . R R
FIH1 /2 3% 0 )57 45 K4 A D) RE A OB 15 R 7, AT 0F 9
I, W FL BN I ON BELE L b AR AR R e R R R
® HHIfoo, J70 A1 T A2 & I I OF BESR ) . MITH 5P
BRI DA S — R A b o E 2K O HR H B8 AR AA S,
AT AZEREZIK (RS 7 S 38 rh A 2 H 1 foo, 15 W& AE
THERAHIBRE S e, {248 /N RO egi i Ffil
P4 A D9 AR B SCNT i H 2 il 2 H 1 foo i)
e, XA FEEAZ MG S min N gL a6 K& 4R, HH
fE1 hJE 56 2 B AR AL FTH1PY . A, 720 730
Y, HEE AR AH3.3ARIH3.3B H N A [F] ) 5 ]
h3f3afh33b%mht, BEEH3 .34 3 BIfR R 4% Xt
TSR I RE O e SR AL 0 T R, JE HON T R

WRRG IR B FI L R A se B A S0 . 7R A/ IR
N FE A 9 BEAA R SCNTRE A o, A 825 REEH3.3
BTG IE B ARG B AZ b, T A RIE HS.3
TEWOT JG 1~2 hag i 5 RBY . 40 500K 09 BEAH i A 1
HER AR RHS. 3K, S ESCNTIERG IR B i
B, K2 B R 2 75 — 20 i ok DU 41 it 303452 4,
REDHMaEE K B BRI . H3.3m1K
I 2 5 W (b A2 A4 ) R 0 R ) R0 36, I L — 28O0
Z Re BN 2 TR, FESAMEH3.3 mRNAR] BL[E £h
X —IL R, RIHH3.32 59 BEAH 5 g F5 1) — /> OB
BEJRH 75, AU ARG i i A A R A7 R R
TREFFILER, BN 5138 W 42 /N BRESCHE A 1%
BENFAZ G0 BEAH RS, A4 2 i R V5 1) 4 2 T HB AR
fAH3.1. H3.2. H3.3, L FEH2ARIH2A.Z, # iR iH
MBEARAZ FVH 2%, R G BR 40 M fif A7 1 20 B T H3 AR
EFIH2A X226 FF 2Rz T . B FRax S84 B B AR
PRAESCNT R 45 B AR FH KA Bl T 3RA1 T 58 1 1 8 i
SCNTH gafeit #%.
22 HEBEBITERE

HEABIHERE OB, . 2Rk, 3%
PR AL S, B (PSCNT E 4 2 1 75 22 144 41 fa 21
B A AR GE R & TR . R
() — I F % e 0t Fi 487 1 SCNT IR i A Hh 32
(in vitro fertilization, IVF) g B 40 85 B L AL A
SR A AR 2 ) 4 Jr) 22 B8 SRl i — T L &
— 4 T (P SCNT VR Ji 2408 J6a 397 R4 200 it 31 11 9o Ak A
M &G, v LIRS B RS A IR R B dris. 5T
N GG B A A A K E iz FISCNTHE AR 217 5
Yl f % S A e, R BUH3K9me3 2= H FE AL K dm4b
K dm5bs2 SCNTH G K & [ 5S8R, I H At A2
Ja A K 4> H3K9me3 & 4E 1) )3 81 7 fESCNTHE fifi2
AR BB 2 FE AL, SR T SCNTREFEH 42/ 11
H3K9me3HE gwfE. Ait, /ESCNT 240 g AL AR 47
A — L X IR B 2 AL, B 7RH3K9me3 25 T
AT g /& SCNTH 4 F2 H 1 — AN BRI R 32570, 7 5
B 2 vp ke B AR A H3K 9me3 25 H JE AL BE K dm4e X
T SCNTHERA I 55 Th 22 4 F2 A2 06 75 FHEY, ax g L
#52¢ BH, SCNTHK Ll 5 g #% 5 3k 75 ZEH3K 9me3 1) 23
AL . N T 50 IRH3K9me3iX — & 4w FEFE A5, W7
A LA/ ESCNTIE G H 4t T Kdm4d mRNA, 3R
HORA ] DU SRR R ZGA R B I, -t m] DAk 38 A iR
TERAE AT IR R B 15 LG, v B/ BRI HE A2 R
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1% = 28% . (HFEE A2, H3K9me3iX — H 4w
FE B A3 720 P o LT A O, i) AZESCNT
JVR i A 55 4 S N SEH3K 9me3 2 FH AL BEKDMA4A
FImRNA, 1] LA B #E HZGAE R, ftm G K&
2RI LS, &Rk A ntESCs), [
J&, RGN, AR08 U0kt 4y HIE R T [l SCNT
JVR i H A SR A 7 (49 H3K 9me3 2= FR AL B mRNA T LA
FemeE R . BRItz A, HTSA(—M A E AN &
i A1 1) 751 AL B /N B SCNT R R T LR s R B
e 77, ANk ff TS AL 38 v+ it i Kdm4d mRNAT] /)N
SSCNTR G FEA et — DR THIRIR K B fE /1, Ui
WX B AR I ThBE L T &, BE /R TSARIME H
B AT BE AKdm4d mRNAFI L, 1 5H3K9me3 1)
B P,

B T H3K27me3 tH 4 & B /& SCNTH Z 72 ) —
APERG . S — T SR, SCNT/MR E13.5/1R
FR A = A Sfinbt2. Gabl M Sle38a4 i Bl 7+
FRIK, IXLEFLRILE 1E 5 R IG 106 Bt o 2 ISR &7
B RRE R R IA, (H R FESCNTIE i i i 2 R 11
OO B R IR Ik e E L SR PR T R 4
EHRE T EE, FILHELE RS 5EMR
BEIR, 1% A2 W 7L B ) o B R 48 H IR ) — el
o BiJE, /N BSCNTZE I B IR i T H3K 2 7me3 73 11
WA I 72 A, STVEZE R HA IR G 217 0 b 3, R
& SCNTIE iFH3K27me3 H 4k 75 4 J5 9l il Bh 26 4
T2, (B — S S FIEAL X 85k, JLT- BTl ARSI
FIH3K27me3 & #i P4 EN e S (R AR FE AR R AR 2R T e
AT ENE, 8 Rl X% o7 5 [R e iR, Ik e I [R] (1) B
1025 2] g A2 PR A A A B i kD H3K 2 7Tme3 B
id, 4k FEVNRSCNTIE G G R B 150 . A
)52, TEBE D i H ATk A R BLEN 3L K 77 7E,
B AR v [ D A0 AT B VAT BTG R DR I 4, (H 2
R R A 2% A 1.

2.3 DNAREMLERIE

T 4HE A EAh, DNAF Rt 2 5 —Fh
BRME M. ALY H, DNAF ZE4L FHDNA
SR R It N RN A, S5- R R i s g . X I DNA R
F Al AT 8 I TET XU ARG A 5 1R AU R L 3 3l 1
HONARAS I s ne®, BN T A E i
FEHr, DNAZ T T T 2 1 3 s A o)) 25 F ALk R,
A KPR ZE I IR B e A A0s e ff 2
DRT £HL 11 K350 23 CpG &% 15 A2 v F H B4k 1), B DAL 42

J&y 25 ALK T-SCNTH Jm fE & L E . — L5t
P A R BILAE /IS RS2 A B v, TET 376 Al J A% e S 1k
AR, W5-H Ik PR s g i AR Dy S-R R R g . T
FESCNTR G v, OFBEAN M fif 47 (D TET3 [A) A 7] LLsE
A7 B O A% 175 5 5- FFY 5 s i) S0 66 i
WE AR, RIESCNTIR G P th R A 7 £ 3 2 H 2
B, i Z i — T T K /N SR SCNTIR it B 21448
Ji By BEARC SR 4 5 i FR AL KT, 5 4R B 440 i A
1o, EISCNTHE G 4 5 23 H BAL P e 75 L4 i UT )L
HDNAS il Bl (1 — U0 70 A 4 5 (R 4H =6 W0
T 1 3R W 7 B2 AR, #8571 T/ BRSCNTEE I 1 iR i 1)
DNA H S 4k 3, &I STVEIRIG R, #l4k T —
AME H AL AP, % T DNA S H1l 4 M50 1 7 F% 2
/NERIVEIRIG B A §T K B i FE HDNA 25 ARG
BEUXF) J7, LA 25 R/ ERSCNTIE i o [RIFE A
DNA S il {4 2 F EE AL, 75 L Ahies AL ah 4
TRt Rt AR, TERE S fa v, SQYRER 40
TE 52 K J5 0h AR5 v F 364k 7K, i B8 25 R 40
FAU KPR T v B2 R Rk 2 B 2 A KPR
R WIS [R) ) 2 RS Ja R BG IRIDNA H 254 58 4 72 07
XA AL
24 FEBREWERIE

% /N TE B2 (R AHE 1 5 o7 F s £ )5 A BB TR 7
A, I HAEBR HIDNA W] K P bk & 24
DAL b, A% 7N A 67 R0 A 2 TR P e €80 5 AT B A e AR 4
A FE SCNT HH 4 241 Jfd 1) 4= fi 14 448 i 2 738 (1) — Fofr 4
JRBEgmFE. AW ST G148 FHliDNase-seq 74T 1/
BUSCNTIVRfiEy 1 44 e J R (48 24 B 240 e F) 4 €20 ) 1
P, 57~ tH SCNTIE IR 8 30S 5 12 hEA P A48
HL 1 4 R e e mT e e T T B ) g AR, B AR
TGN REARIEI G TR, R/ G ta )5 n]
Je VERE B R AR, (H S5 TVEIE A i G )57 45 1) 3 4 12
FHEE, U5 — L X o) T S gm e A HputE, H Qv
R AT MR RN A R MRS . FE AR ARG i RN
SCNT 240 U AR A, dX 26 X 38 & 45 T 3 Je 0 5 b
1CH3K9me3, MIH3K9me3 9 #7 A A 2 38 W 5 2 #2 1
—ANBEAG . A B FE A B 22 0 A ) 2 A
e JE DRI 2 L 0 AL A IR HR, X/ NERSCNTI G &
BRI TESRAE, JRVEANZ T SCNTARTIE
JiE e €005 1 2 45 4 (1) B &S AR AL RE, 5 1E 52 R IR
B E HEAT EL I M S R I, SCNTHE IR £ 248 At 35
(1328 B 59 AH HAE AR S RS R e B R PRIk . [RIIN,
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FA 2K IR G 5 SCNT R AR 14 [X. 5 45 74 K ¥ A1 56
SIS EAAEE N RN ZESR . FFFRN RIS & H
T A 4 i S5 DR 4H v 57 4 A7 A 1) 2H B FTH3K 9me3
B TE2 05 1 PR . fESCNTHEAR A it %
k4 [ 2 B R AL BEK dmAd ok [ IRH3K 9me3 14 1
K, SCNTE AR 1) 9% €657 2% (] F4) R 4 1) IE 3 326G
G, 3 1 158 B H3K 9me3 & 1ffi A2 A% A% A8 I A H G ¢
o 1oy 2 35 K B o A ) L PR AG T
2.5 HEREBHRIE

WERGEE 7 T 30 26 g P2 R0 G 0 5 L0, XK 4
X S = AR s o AT A S FH RN A-seqdi A
S3HT T SCNTHE R (1 5% 36 14, K I/ BSCNT 241
M HA IR G STVERR G AH LA L1 0004 22 R A #
I 0, AR A AR O Fr 20 g v v 3Rk 1 SR R
it 80%# FESCNT A i AITVE R A5 240 B By B 3R ik
W, RIPIXLLIL R R R A T EmAE; T [1920% 1) 2
RIZEIVE IR G T ER, (H 2 FESCNTHE G H AR SR 4 RF
FIARIA, XL FE R YRR T B AR BE AR AN L )
RZS, 7ESCNT)E &AW L2 EmAE . IR T 40
Jf R S R IA ) — SRR ], 7R AR i TR DR, 1B
IVERE G b 9l G, 1% S8 L ] o 2985%7ESCNTHE i
L R DO, R R R E R, T 15%
(R RIAESCNT G R PTE S B, AR PRITFUTERAR
o XEETEZGAT B A B IS B BE R & 4R T %%
SEAMH AR S H3K9me3, 5 iR 45 B 5,
2.6 XEBAERE

TEMG ALY, MEPEA P2 XS Ak, B R
—ARXYL AR, MR TR BRI — A XY Aok 4 KR
PEFIME M 2 18] 22 O XGEBI R N RIE . X—dfE~2
XistHE DRI, HAE T3 B R XL g Bk
ik, B — R K AR RIS RNA, i 378 525 M) 5
1, WIPcGHR [, B A XYLk, i H Ry 5 e
5, AR RRUTBRIR S, TR FLah P 1E & M EIG R
B R, XYt R 530 O FERR I, P 4 i 140
) — 2 XYL AR BEATL 2 V%, T 124 7% J2 A0 L 7] AR X
Pt R RTECY, SR E/N R SCNTRA Y, HIL T 57
AX G A S0, e A A IR P A A A4 B iR A 2 3
(XY 0 Rk 2 3t B T 800S0 S S AG ) 1) 7
X YL O R S5 S Xist RNA, 1 BUOGE B R R4 5t
o X — SR BLR AT LLE I A FH Xise 3k IR 2 B bR
(A G B B, A 26 AT LUK o e /0N BRI HE AR R 3
RZI8AE . Ak, i [l SCNT AR HH ¥ S Xise 2 A

FRIsIRNA T DL i MEVE /N BT A2 50, 7 g
ARG A R (R UL 5 B Xis 2 R ) S (o s, I
AU EAT R

3 FrbERA

M AERH B T — o (1) R R AR R, AR
“2£ 70 [ H7 R (semi-clone technology). 5 e B AN,
2 T o B A A T i A S 3 R 2 AZ I B B
AR, ATIERAG — P AL R YE T, —at
FEP T RIE T2 Ak, AR IEH 2RSS & 7 WoR 2
DRIREAE (1 JE AR

2 o, o AR 8 R A B AR G A AR Dy
HLAA, 2009 HONG K i 25 PI7E 75 fiff £0 o 1 Dl 2 37
T —AE MY A ARG T 40 &R, IR AR
B AA A it v S 3 IR REAH R, 7E66 T R IRG
AR R B B SCFEMEYE, FLn] DUBEAT AR FE AR i,
¥ oA “Holly”. 75/ R H 5 8 2 (1 B A 1
JR G 20 P 22 SR8 T ICHE R i, 0t 96 N B e 132 A
2135 R 55 DA KA IR 4 I 5% O 73 1 R AT B
FE AT S I L T ARG AR BRI S A5 A4 I i T
YR, F OV T IE AR [ s AL . B S,
LIS 5 = PURIZHOU S B = P75 5 il 1 /) BRI
FARE R TG T 20 R ) A T, K AR S AR A v
SFRIGE REGE M, R A T R SR /NR, (TR
35 R 200 L D B A 48 X 3 I DNA R AL S 7R 1
TR AR BT F Rk, AX e AR ) 25 Ok 2 R R EE
FRIRR, BRI R 2% 2 o WG K & R fd B>
Mo 20154, LISEG 2 B8 ik 76 5 A% 4R T 40 i o i
B4 W5 AN A2 P BN K I 4% (X 4k (H 19-DMRAIG-DMR) 3K
BAURE  H 24k, AR Hb g s 1 b NI K &
e, AR E20%. B)E, SRR
A 0 BI04 ASE LA A VR i - 200 B T DRS4S R B
R ) ST A e, (82 T B /DN BRI LR AR b
EF 730%, TR T — A e ROk g 1 /) B T
R Z. AT LLE , i i, Ay — L
g RE S I ELC I A X, 7 0 kAT AT i

BSR40 MR 455 1 565 PRI G T4
M2 aert, R B A —BEQe Ok, G T0F ket
RBFERNRAZ, e AT e A, 2L DR S
PRARAIT FE b BAA R A0 5 JF HHE B A 2 Reft,
AT RL A 9 & A i S R, 3 T I 1) s ) gt AE
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e, T DLUTE R 2 20 i 2R 8 e T T 4 25 TR 2 AR 1)
A I R, TR B AR VR B 40 Bt PR e N B
¥ 20194F, LISEL % MZOU S %= 04 1 b A
454 CRISPR-Cas9Hi AR I i FEHAR , By sEil 1
NERE R B A DG HE R IR AN KT 8 A% T, 4R
IexSYE N R B b 72 vp 3 B (0 3% 87, o 0 )
PPARY 3 BUH 70 4k - H0 ] BIR 404k, N/ANRR &
IR R SRS K Th RS T TTRE T #0845

H AT DA 58 B 3 A R ik i s e 5 TR L bR 2
TR IEAZ 28 2 )RR, Wi HEA R
T A0 —ANFR2E, sk v] LUR J7 (6 ks W 2 1 1) 5 1o F
I 78 Rk, 4 KK 14 LI AR A [A]

4 RE

SEAE, BRI, i o2 M s 20
WP B2 R BN T % 5 R IEIA & B M)
FORFEIR T, 487 T V0 1 B A K SR RNA
P o SRTHT, A1 1 T SRR ABLA, 124 M R 1%
FITRABISE. ASCNTHI I K B % % PR 26 AL fi
HE— RIS RGE T, TR 5C 4 B SCNT A
S ) L A T G R ) 45 T WL, B AL 43 A T
XL (R, BLOT 9 4 SR A v T e A I
T e A 10 A D B A I SRR 0 R U7 i
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